
CARNEY GOVERNMENT PASSES LAW allowing Cabinet to overturn Pest Management 
Regulatory Agency decision that a pesticide is too dangerous to be used.

Bill 30 was an omnibus budget bill passed in a hurry before Parliament rose for the 
summer. Buried within it were major changes to Canada’s Pest Control Products Act. 
It allows Cabinet, using political discretion to allow the use of dangerous pesticides if 
in economic interest.

* Bill 30 gives the cabinet authority to green light any pesticide that ministers 
consider is in the interest of economic or national security. The security interests 
are not explained.

* The government has not been transparent on what the economic security could be 
and the minister of health refused to accept questions from the CBC, although she 
has met with lobbyists from pesticide companies several times this year.

* Expert scientists from 13 universities, environment and health organizations, and 
opposition parties have criticized the legislation:

 Dr. Trevor Hancock, a public health doctor with the Canadian Association of 
Physicians for the Environment stated, "It's pretty outrageous … what you've got is 
cabinet overruling science. We already have a pesticide regulatory system in place 
and it's there to protect people and protect the environment. Cabinet can also 
authorize a pesticide for a ‘seriously detrimental infestation’, regardless of whether the 
health minister has already denied a request for its approval. That pesticide could 
then be used for up to six years.”

The only MP to fight this was Elizabeth May, Leader of the Green Party.  She was the 
only MP to bring forward amendments. Because it was a budget bill, C30 was only 
studied in the Finance Committee. The committee did not hear from any health or 
environment expert witnesses.  Elizabeth May said, “A programming motion was used 
to ram the whole thing through. In the 51 years I've worked on pesticides in this 
country, this is the single most regressive proposal I've ever seen.”

Sen. Rose Galvez, a leading expert on human health and pollution said, “ The 
legislation represents a fundamental shift by giving a group of ministers the ability to 
disregard Health Canada’s safety decisions. Politicians should be very careful before 
substituting political judgment for scientific expertise.”
Galvez mentioned extensive research linking pesticide exposure to increased risks of 
cancer, reproductive and neurological issues.
She also noted that scientists, public health and environmental experts were not given 
the chance to testify in front of Parliament, and that health and environment 
committees also did not study the legislation. "For a reform of this magnitude, that 
should concern us.”
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